could be helpful to other "one-number institutions" using both Table L7 and Table L13 .
Introduction
This case study describes a problem that developed at the Georgia State University's Pullen Library in applying the classification number for official publications of institutions.
Georgia State University has been assigned a single whole number in the LD schedule making it a "one-number institution." The solution to the problem, an explicit expansion of " Table L7 , Tables of Subdivisions: Institutions With One Number or Cutter Number in Americas, Great Britain," can be adapted for use by other "one-number institutions." Table 1 lists the serials part of GSU's existing shelflist to illustrate why more explicit guidance in applying Table L7 was felt to be needed. The expansion of the table that was developed is provided in Table 2 . Table 3 illustrates the application of the expansion to the same publications listed in Table 1 .
To understand how the problem with the classification of the institutional publications at GSU developed, brief reviews of the evolution of the University and of the relevant developments within the L Schedule itself are in order.
Georgia State University
Georgia State University was founded in 1913 as the Georgia Tech Evening School of Commerce. It became an independent college within the newly established University System of Georgia in 1933, but in 1947 it was incorporated into the program of the University of Georgia as its Atlanta Division. It was separated again by the Board of Regents in 1955 and renamed Georgia State College of Business Administration. As the institution expanded beyond its original focus on business, the name was changed in 1961 to simply Georgia State College, and in 1969, having achieved university status, to Georgia State University. GSU is now the second largest of the 34 public institutions of higher learning in Georgia.
1

Class L: Education
In the Library of Congress classification scheme, publications about individual educational institutions are assigned single numbers or ranges of numbers in the LD and LE Schedules, and these numbers are applied in accordance with tables. In the 3 rd edition of These considerations led to a long overdue examination of all the existing LD 1965
Classification of GSU's Publications
call numbers in the serials shelflist. It appeared that over the last 25 years at the hands of successive catalogers of varying degrees of skill, confusion over how to allocate the range of Cutters .A1-7, and more particularly .A1-4 Serials, had led to the current disarray.
[Insert Table 1] As Further impetus for dealing with the problem that was being observed was the knowledge that a long-term goal that had been identified for the Catalog Department in a recent round of strategic planning was to catalog the Georgia State publications in the Archives Collection. The titles selected for Pullen Library's circulating collection represent only a small fraction of the University's output and so this seemed a logical time to rectify the existing situation and establish an explicit scheme.
Obviously, the key to a logical shelf arrangement is to choose one approach and apply it consistently. Having analyzed the situation, it was decided to establish an explicit expansion of Table L7 for local use and reclassify the circulating collection of GSU serials while it was still a manageable size.
An Explicit Expansion of Table L7
The expansion that was developed is a hierarchical one. That is, it follows the pattern of general-to-specific found throughout the LC classification schedules: broad topics stand before narrower aspects of topics; works about a country as a whole stand before works about regions or states, which stand before works about cities; alphabetical or chronological breakdowns only occur at the narrower levels to subarrange topics of equal importance. In the case of institutions, works about the whole institution would stand before works about subdivisions of the institution. Tables L7 and L13 were intended to be distributed the same way. This expansion of Table L7 borrows extensively from the other tables between L3 and L12, and especially heavily from L4. The result is shown in Table 2 .
[Insert To illustrate how this expansion works out in practice, Table 3 shows the same publications listed in Table 1 with new call numbers assigned according to the expansion.
[Insert Table 3] The examples in Tables 1 and 3 are only the serials that were in GSU's circulating collection at the time work began on this project. Just as the Library on Congress classification as a whole was originally based on literary warrant, the development of this expansion on Table L7 began with an attempt to rationalize the shelf arrangement of these particular serial publications. The identification of a long-term goal to catalog the archival collection of all the university's publications raised the possibility of extending the project to official nonserial publications with the cooperation of GSU monograph catalogers.
With that possibility in mind, it became necessary to do more that provide a simple breakdown of .A1-4 Serials. For instance, there is no need for an elaborate Biography and History section for serials but the four digit number for the Alumni directory parallels the anticipated expansion under this topic for Monographs which is borrowed from Table L4 , substituting "17" for the first digit in the "12" through "15" range of that table. To follow through on the logic of the hierarchical arrangement as exemplified by the other tables, it was necessary to insert a place for nonserial institutional level publications such as the University Charter before .A1. The resulting expansion, which goes far beyond the original intent to regularize a small area of a specific collection, may potentially be of use to catalogers elsewhere.
Conclusion
This case study describes a problem in classification that developed over time at a single institution. On the surface this may seem to be a criticism of the institution's catalogers. In truth, the source of the problem lies in the normal evolution of the institution and the lack of guidance in the use of a table. These factors apply at many institutions. It seems likely that GSU is not an isolated case. The larger an institution that has been assigned a single number by LC grows, the more urgent becomes the need for an explicit framework for the arrangement of its publications. This expansion of "L7, Tables of Subdivisions: Institutions With One Number or Cutter Number in Americas, Great Britain"
can be adapted to accommodate the specific administrative and academic divisions of any "one-number institution,: including institutions that use "L13, Tables of Subdivisions: Institutions, Continental Europe, Asia, Africa and Oceania." While this expansion is primarily intended for local use by "one-number institutions" in arranging their own publications, it can also be useful to any cataloger anywhere for those scattered publications
of other institutions their library may acquire. 
